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It is not incumbent upon the prosecution to prove that it was the purpose of the defendants' conduct to affect interstate commerce; 
the prosecution must prove only that the natural consequences of the alleged acts or attempted acts would be to affect interstate 


commerce.! Nor is it even necessary to show that the perpetrator of the extortionate scheme knew that interstate commerce was 


involved or that he or she could have reasonably foreseen an effect upon interstate commerce.” 
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Footnotes 
1 U.S. v. Shareef, 190 F.3d 71 (2d Cir. 1999); U.S. v. Gupton, 495 F.2d 550 (Sth Cir. 1974); U.S. v. Boston, 
718 F.2d 1511 (10th Cir. 1983). 
2 U.S. v. Nelson, 137 F.3d 1094, 48 Fed. R. Evid. Serv. 1184 (9th Cir. 1998); U.S. v. Mazzei, 390 F. Supp. 
1098 (W.D. Pa. 1975), judgment modified on other grounds, 521 F.2d 639 (3d Cir. 1975). 
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